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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 June 2010 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1.3-5.7-9.11-13.15 and 16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1.3-5.7-9.11-13.15 and 16 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 09/22/2006 is/are: a)Q accepted or objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 , 3-5, 7-9, 1 1 -1 3, and 1 5-1 6 are pending as amended on 06/08/201 0. 
Claims 2, 6, 10, and 14 are cancelled. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(4) 
because reference character "1" has been used to designate both a supply roll (figure 1) 
and an active film (figure 2). Also, reference characters "3" and "4" have been used to 
designate a heating platen and an applicator head, respectively (figure 1). Reference 
characters "3" and "4" are also present in figure 2, but no explanation is provided as to 
what they are used to designate in figure 2. While figure 2 is unclear, it does not appear 
that reference characters "3" and "4" have been used to designate the same 
components in figure 2 as they do in figure 1 . Corrected drawing sheets in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the 
figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application 
must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3-5, 7-9, 11-13, and 1 5-1 6 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1,3-5, 7-9, 11-13, and 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 1 recites a "non-sealing area" which is not clearly defined. The "non-seal 
area" is defined by its relationship to the seal between an active film and foil 
combination and a flexible package. Such a seal is not present in the instantly claimed 
method since there is no step of attaching an active film and foil combination to a 
flexible package. Furthermore, the claim is directed toward a method of attaching an 
active film onto a flexible package. There is no step in the claim in which such an 
attachment takes place. Lastly, the phrase "...is later attached to the flexible package..." 
is an intended use limitation that fails to limit the claimed method. For these reasons, 
one of ordinary skill in the art would not be clearly apprised of the scope of the 
invention. The only positively recited steps in claim 1 are heating a foil; applying an 
active film to the heated foil, wherein the active film comprises an active agent and a 
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polymer; and applying pressure to the heated foil and active film combination so that the 
active film adheres to the foil. For examination purposes, the method will be limited to 
these positively recited steps. 

7. Similarly, claim 9 recites a predetermined length which has a size that is defined 
by its relationship to the seal between an active film and foil combination and a flexible 
package. Again, such a seal is not present in the instantly claimed method since there 
is no step of attaching an active film and foil combination to a flexible package. 
Furthermore, the claim is directed toward a method of attaching an active film onto a 
flexible package. There is no step in the claim in which such an attachment takes 
place. For these reasons, one of ordinary skill in the art would not be clearly apprised of 
the scope of the invention. The only positively recited steps in claim 1 are advancing a 
foil from a foil supply roll; advancing an active film from an active film supply roll, 
wherein the active film comprises two components and wherein the two components are 
an active agent and a polymer; cutting the active film into a pre-determined length; 
heating a foil; applying an active film to the heated foil; and applying pressure to the 
heated foil and active film combination so that the active film adheres to the foil. For 
examination purposes, the method will be limited to these positively recited steps. 

8. Claims 3-5, 7-8, 11-13, and 1 5-1 6 are unclear because of their dependence on 
claims 1 and 9. 



Application/Control Number: 10/599,247 Page 5 

Art Unit: 1791 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

10. Claims 1, 3, and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Neteler (US 6,531,197). 

1 1 . Neteler teaches a method of attaching an active film to a flexible package 
comprising the steps of: providing a foil (See col. 2, lines 9-16) and providing an active 
film comprising an active agent and a polymer (See col. 2, lines 1-5). The foil and 
active film are then attached to one another. They may be attached with an adhesive 
(See col. 3, lines 33-39) or, alternatively, the layers may be assembled together and 
subjected to an extrusion lamination process in which they are heated to effect bonding 
(See col. 3, lines 48-52). Extrusion lamination processes also involve the application of 
pressure to the layers being joined by passing the layers through a nip formed between 
two rolls. The active agent used is silica, which acts as an absorbing agent (See col. 3, 
lines 53-68). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

14. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

15. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Neteler 
(US 6,531,197) in view of Hekal (US 6,316,520; hereinafter referred to as '520). 

16. Neteler teaches a method of attaching an active film to a flexible package, as 
detailed above. 

1 7. Neteler does not expressly disclose the use of a releasing material in the active 
film. 
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18. '520 teaches a method of attaching an active film onto a package. The active 
film comprises a releasing material and a polymer (See col. 4, lines 4-19; col. 6, lines 
32-37). The active film is attached to a barrier sheet and used as a packaging wrap 
(See col. 8, lines 52-56). 

1 9. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the releasing agent disclosed by '520 with the method 
disclosed by Neteler. The rationale to do so would have been the motivation provided 
by the teaching of '520 that releasing materials can perform a great variety of useful 
functions in packages which require a controlled environment (See col. 5, lines 6-16). 
'520 teaches that one such function is to release a desiccating substance, which is 
important for packaging electronics (See col. 1, lines 54-57; col. 5, line 14). 

20. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Neteler 
(US 6,531,197) in view of Hekal (US 6,177,183; hereinafter referred to as '183). 

21 . Neteler teaches a method of attaching an active film to a flexible package, as 
detailed above. 

22. Neteler does not expressly disclose the use of an activation material in the active 
film. 

23. '183 teaches a method of attaching an active film onto a package. The active 
film comprises an activation material and a polymer (See col. 4, lines 1-17; col. 6, lines 
66-67; col. 7, lines 1-4). The active film is attached to a barrier sheet and used as a 
packaging wrap (See col. 9, lines 14-19). 
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24. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the activation material disclosed by '183 with the 
method disclosed by Neteler. The rationale to do so would have been the motivation 
provided by the teaching of '183 that activation materials can perform a great variety of 
useful functions in packages which require a controlled environment (See col. 5, lines 1- 
21). '183 teaches that one such function is to release a desiccating substance, which is 
important for packaging electronics (See col. 1, lines 53-56; col. 5, lines 18-19). 

25. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Neteler 
(US 6,531,197) in view of Hekal (US 6,174,952; hereinafter referred to as '952). 

26. Neteler teaches a method of attaching an active film to a flexible package, as 
detailed above. 

27. Neteler does not expressly disclose the thickness of the active film. 

28. '952 teaches a method of attaching an active film onto a package. The active 
film comprises an absorbing material and a polymer (See col. 4, lines 5-21; col. 6, lines 
54-59). The active film is attached to a barrier sheet and used as a packaging wrap 
(See col. 9, lines 9-1 2). In one embodiment, the active film has a thickness of 4 mil, or 
about 0.1 mm (See example 1 ). 

29. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the active film of Neteler with the same thickness as the 
active film of '952. Both '952 and Neteler teach a an active film which comprises an 
absorbing material and a polymer, as detailed above. They both also teach that such 
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an active film can be attached to a barrier layer which is useful in packaging for 
electronic components (See '952 col. 1, lines 55-58; Netelercol. 1, lines 15-20). Since 
both references teach an active film comprising an absorbing material and a polymer, 
and both teach that the active films are useful in the same process, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the 
active film in Neteler could have the same thickness the active film of '952. 

30. Claims 9, 1 1 , and 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Neteler (US 6,531 ,197) in view of Mason (US 4,372,098). 

31 . Neteler teaches a method of attaching an active film to a flexible package, as 
detailed above. 

32. Neteler does not expressly disclose advancing the foil and the active film from 
supply rolls and cutting the active film into a predetermined length prior to the 
attachment of the active film to the foil. 

33. Mason teaches a process for attaching a pad to a foil. The foil and the pad are 
both advanced from supply rolls. The pad is cut to a pre-determined length and then 
heat sealed to the foil (See col. 4, lines 17-58). 

34. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to advance the foil and active film of Neteler from supply rolls and 
to cut the active film into a desired size. It is conventional in the art to store films of 
various types in supply rolls and to advance multiple films from supply rolls in order to 
bring the films together to form a laminate. It is also conventional in the art to cut a 
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laminate to a desired size. These processing steps are common knowledge in the art, 
and would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

35. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Neteler 
(US 6,531,197) and Mason (US 4,372,098), as applied to the claims above, and further 
in view of Hekal (US 6,316,520; hereinafter referred to as '520). 

36. Neteler and Mason combine to teach a method of attaching an active film to a 
flexible package, as detailed above. 

37. Neteler and Mason do not expressly disclose the use of a releasing material in 
the active film. 

38. '520 teaches a method of attaching an active film onto a package. The active 
film comprises a releasing material and a polymer (See col. 4, lines 4-19; col. 6, lines 
32-37). The active film is attached to a barrier sheet and used as a packaging wrap 
(See col. 8, lines 52-56). 

39. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the releasing agent disclosed by '520 with the method 
disclosed by Neteler and Mason. The rationale to do so would have been the 
motivation provided by the teaching of '520 that releasing materials can perform a great 
variety of useful functions in packages which require a controlled environment (See col. 
5, lines 6-16). '520 teaches that one such function is to release a desiccating 
substance, which is important for packaging electronics (See col. 1 , lines 54-57; col. 5, 
line 14). 
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40. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Neteler 
(US 6,531,197) and Mason (US 4,372,098), as applied to the claims above, and further 
in view of Hekal (US 6,177,183; hereinafter referred to as '183). 

41 . Neteler and Mason combine to teach a method of attaching an active film to a 
flexible package, as detailed above. 

42. Neteler and Mason do not expressly disclose the use of an activation material in 
the active film. 

43. '1 83 teaches a method of attaching an active film onto a package. The active 
film comprises an activation material and a polymer (See col. 4, lines 1-17; col. 6, lines 
66-67; col. 7, lines 1-4). The active film is attached to a barrier sheet and used as a 
packaging wrap (See col. 9, lines 14-19). 

44. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the activation material disclosed by '183 with the 
method disclosed by Neteler and Mason. The rationale to do so would have been the 
motivation provided by the teaching of '183 that activation materials can perform a great 
variety of useful functions in packages which require a controlled environment (See col. 
5, lines 1-21). '183 teaches that one such function is to release a desiccating 
substance, which is important for packaging electronics (See col. 1 , lines 53-56; col. 5, 
lines 18-19). 
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45. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Neteler 
(US 6,531,197) and Mason (US 4,372,098), as applied to the claims above, and further 
in view of Hekal (US 6,174,952; hereinafter referred to as '952). 

46. Neteler and Mason combine to teach a method of attaching an active film to a 
flexible package, as detailed above. 

47. Neteler and Mason do not expressly disclose the thickness of the active film. 

48. '952 teaches a method of attaching an active film onto a package. The active 
film comprises an absorbing material and a polymer (See col. 4, lines 5-21; col. 6, lines 
54-59). The active film is attached to a barrier sheet and used as a packaging wrap 
(See col. 9, lines 9-1 2). In one embodiment, the active film has a thickness of 4 mil, or 
about 0.1 mm (See example 1). 

49. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide the active film of Neteler with the same thickness as the 
active film of '952. Both '952 and Neteler teach a an active film which comprises an 
absorbing material and a polymer, as detailed above. They both also teach that such 
an active film can be attached to a barrier layer which is useful in packaging for 
electronic components (See '952 col. 1, lines 55-58; Neteler col. 1, lines 15-20). Since 
both references teach an active film comprising an absorbing material and a polymer, 
and both teach that the active films are useful in the same process, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the 
active film in Neteler could have the same thickness the active film of '952. 
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Conclusion 

50. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CARSON GROSS whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7657. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katarzyna Wyrozebski can be reached on (571)272-1 127. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/CARSON GROSS/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



/KHANH NGUYEN/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



